
codes were assigned to Verizon wire centers. NYDPS found that there are at least four 
carriers providing wireless service in each county of New York State. Thus, for our 
impairment test, all wire centers reflect wireless availability. 

11. SUBSTITUTABILITY OF ALTERNATIVES 

NYDPS proposes a suggested scale assigning substitutability weights to each 
intermodal offering considered in the intermodal impairment test. The weights assigned 
represent our best educated estimates and take into consideration variables such as level 
of service quality; necessity of entering long-term contracts; necessity of subscribing to 
broadband internet service; and E91 1 availability. 

A. Switching Impairment Methodology 

NYDPS impainnent test calculates a weighted index representing the availability 
of alternatives in the area served by each wire center. The impairment index measures 
the availability of competitive options to UNE-P based service by providing a total score 
based on the relative substitutability of available intermodal alternatives. 

The intermodal alternatives were assigned the following weighted values: 

UNE-L providers of residential service = 1. 
UNE-L providers of "18 or lines or less" = .50. 
Internet access via cable modem or DSL (VoIP availability) = .75. 
Packetcable phone service = 1. 
More than 2 wireless offerings available = S O .  

The total score is created by adding together each component value by wire center. For 
example, Verizon's wire center on State Street in Albany, New York, would have an 
impairment index value of 3.25 since customers served by that wire center have four 
competitive choices. UNE-L is only counted once. If  service is available to residential 
customers. the wire center receives a "I" .  not a "1" and a ".50". 

... 
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B. Switching Impairment Conclusion 

NYDPS viewed a total score of 2.75 or greater as sufficient to make a finding of 
"no impairment." The following table summarizes the impairment test results across 
Verizon's 520 New York wire centers: 

Additionally, Appendix D contains maps depicting the results of our impairment 
test for New York. Those wire centers remaining impaired after the test has been applied 
(total score e 2.75) are in blue. while "unimpaired" wire centers (total score >= 2.75) are 
in red. 

iv 



APPENDIX B 
TRANSPORT LOGIT REGRESSION ANALYSIS 

In response to the Commission's August 20,2004 NPRh4, NYDPS used data 
initially collected for its TRO proceeding to create a logit regression analysis attempting 
to calculate the potential for competition along routes not triggered by the TRO. We 
analyzed factors present on routes with existing transport competition (as measured by 
the TRO triggers) to determine if such factors correlate substantially with the 
development of competition along those mutes. 

I. TRANSPORT ANALYSIS VARIABLES 

A. 

NYDPS used the same data source as that in its switching impairment test.' This 

UNEL Service to Customers with 18 LLaa or Lcn 

data represents the number of CLECs serving small business and residence customers 
having 18 lines or less. 

8. 

NYDPS used the same data source as that in its impairment test excluding small 

UNE-L Service to Residential Customers 

business in the definition of mass market." 

C. Total Lines 

This information was taken From Verizon's response to CLEC information 
requests in NYDPS' TRO proceeding and represents Verizon's total switched access lines 
as of June 2003. The number of total switched access lines equals the combined number 
of retail. resale and UNE-P lines. 

D. UNE-LRate 

This information was taken from Appendix A of NYDPS Order hstituting 
Venron's Incentive Plan."' 

S w  .Appendix A.  

.See .Appendis A 

h* 

I," 

-' YPSC Case 00-C- 1945. Procei~lIng on Morion ofthe Commission to Corrsidur Cost Recoven b! 
ri.r.co,i urd IO Invesripre rhe F U I W ~  Rqrlaion Fromework: NYPSC Cuse 98-C-1357. Proceeding on 
;Morro,i ct.rhe Commission IO &.xnmine N e w  York Telephone Compunj.'s Rutesjor L~nbrrndled Network 
Elunwm (Issued and Effective February 27. 2002). 
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E. 

This information was taken from wire center specific data contained in the HA1 

Square Miles per Wire Center 

5.2-NY Model (HA1 Model) jointly sponsored by AT&T and WorldCom." 

F. 

This information was also gathered from the wire center specific data contained in 

Proportion of Residential to Business Customers 

the HA1 5.2-NY Model (HA1 Model) jointly sponsored by AT&T and Worldcorn. 

G. Annual Mean Household Income 

This id-tion was taken from United States ZOO0 census data regarding the 
average household earnings for residential customers on a Zip Code basis. 

11. TRANSPORT IMPAIRMENT METHODOLOGY 

NYDPS transport logit regression analysis examines the foregoing characteristics 
as found on unimpaired routes determined under the Commission's TRO triggers. Those 
characteristics are analyzed on adjacent routes to determine with what probability 
competition is likely to develop. NYDPS accomplished this by adding information 
regarding wire center characteristics to trigger database information; identifying which 
characteristics are most correlated with the provision of alternative transport; determining 
if non-triggered "A to C"" routes have same important characteristics as triggered "A to 
B" routes. and investigating market failures on a case by case basis. 

NYDPS found that there are approximately 27,000 possible interoffice, 
intraLATA transport routes between Verizon's New York State wire centers. 
Approximately 35.700 of those routes are associated with wire centers in which at least 
one CLEC uses its own switches to serve 18 line or less mass market customers. 

Given the data submitted in that proceeding by competitive transport providers, 
NYDPS compiled a list of 135 routes having three or more transport competitors of any 
type." Of those 135 mutes. 72 routes were determined to have passed at least one of the 
five TRO transpon triggers dedicated DSI, DS3, dark fiber transport. Consistent with 

See NYPSC Order on Unbundled Network Element Rates. Exhibit 314-[RAM4] filed in NYPSC Case 
98-C- 1357. Proceeding on Mnnon "/'the Commission IO E.xamine Neu York Tdephow Cornpaiiyi Rates 
(or. CJribrmdlrd .Ven~ort Elcmenrs (Issued and Effective Janudry 28. 2002). 

".4 to c" and " A  to B designations are taken from the D.C. Circuit's USTA / I  discussion regarding its 
discomfort with fhe Commission's TRO roule bv route analysts. 

Venzon identified 4.  I1 I candidate routes for non-impairment status in its October 2003 filing in the 
NYPSC TRO proceeding. 
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our intermodal view of switching, however, we have focused on the 135 route count 
which includes transport between Verizon central offices for cable companies.'4 

NYDPS logit regression analysis was developed to address the D.C. Circuit's 
concern that the TRO triggers considered routes on an individual basis, ignoring facilities 
deployment on one route when examining an adjacent route. NYDPS examined the 
following factors as possibly being correlated with competitive entry: whether CLEC 
switches were used for residential service; whether CLEC switches were used to provide 
service to 18 line or less customers; the total number of customers served; UNE-L rates 
(that may be correlated with other factors such as margins); square mileage (density); the 
proportion of residential to business customers; and net household income (purchasing 
power). 

NYDPS specified the likelihood of three or more transport competitors on an "A 
to B route using the following logistic equation: 

pnn..pm-rm =Po +p,(switch-res)+~,(switch_18_lines)+~,(tot_lines) 
In[] - P , m n r p o n . r q  I 

+ p,(une_/_rare)+P,(sqmi) +p,(res_prop)+P,(income) 
I 

+ 6, (lata -indicator, ) + E, 
l i l  

where the left side ofthe equation is the log of the odds of three or more transport 
competitors. 

Specifically, the variables used in the right hand side of the regession equation 
are constructed using information collected for each end point wire center associated with 
each triggered route. To create a route's specific variable, we either total the information 
at the two end points, or average the information. as follows: 

switch~lB-line-=switch-l8-line-a+switch-l8-line-b 
switch-res-=switc h-res-a+switch-res-b 
tot-lines_=tot-lines_a+tot_lines-b 
une_l_rate_=(une_l-rate_a*( tot_lines_ai(tot_lines_a+tot~lines_b)~une~l~~te_b*~tot~lin 
es_b/(tot_lines_a+tot_lines_b))) 
sqmi-=sqmi-a*sqml-b 
resprop_=(resprop_a*( tot-lines-a/( tot_lines_a+tot-lines_b))+resprop_b*(tot_lines_b/(tot 
- lines_a+tot_lines_blh 

-~ 

'' The difference between Verizon's count and NYDPS results is that Venzon counted more coIIOcdDons as 
being operationally ready to provide transpon than those to \\hich the CLECs attested as actually being 
operationally ready. Thus. using information provided by the CLECs. NYDPS made its determination that 
12 routes were rnggered by rhe TRO. and an additional 63 routes had three or more self-provisioning 
competitors. some of which were cable companies. 

... 
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income- =income_a*(tot_lines_ai(tot_lines-a+tot-lines-b))+ 
income-b*( tot-lines-b/(tot-lines-a+tot_lines-b))) 

Also included in the model were LATA indicator variables. 

The signs of the explanatory variables meet our expectations with the exception of 
the margin variable. Those. estimates with odds ratios much different than 1 are the most 
telling in terms of their effect on competitive entry. For example, the estimated odds 
ratio of 3.03 for the 18 lines or less switch variable should be interpreted as: "the odds of 
having 3 or more transpon competitors increase by more than a 3 to 1 ratio with the 
presence of additional CLEC switches serving 18 lines or less customers." The estimated 
coefficients and statistical significance are summarized in the fallowing table: 

. - Transport Logit Regression Model _ _  Estimates & Summary Statistics 
I 

Transformed Dependent Vanablc = 1 transport comp 

\Log likelihood = -695 657; __ 

5275 45 

R o b >  chi2 = I 
I PreudoR2 = 0 7913 ___ 1 

- ~ - -  --- ~ 
. ~.. . 

: Explanatory Variable i Odds Ratio i Codticlent Estlmze Standard 2 - 1  I I I .- I Error ~ 

~ income- 
lata-alb 
lam-buff 
lam-sy 

consrant 

.- 
....... 

.~ 

........... 
-~ ~ 

- ~~ ~ 

-4.06 I 0 ,  t- 18.61 0 '  L 2 

2.61 , 0.009 

-0.3685227 ! 0.0907561 _ _  0.691 7555 

1.000015 
1.282584 

0.9516942 -0.0495 I I5 0.0073432 -6.74 ! 08 
0.001081 ~ -6.829871 j 0 . 5 7 3 1 ~ 5  I -11.92 i O i  

~ ~~ - 
~~ 

.... .- 3.032 73 1.109463 i 0.0596284 i 

.~ 0.0000 I 5 I .86€-06 . 8.04 ! 0 -~ -~~ .___ 
r- 

O.WSS764 0.0951908 r~~ . . . _ _ _ _ _ ~  ~ .- _. 
-.~---~~-__L .... 

... 1 . ~ 5  i 4.73E-06 ! 4.53E-06 ~ 1.04 ! 0.297 
0 1  

-~ 12.07678 ' 0.7873747 1 . . . . . . . .  ~~~ 

-__ 17.15 1 
23.07 0 .  
15.34 0 :  

-15.57 0 

___ ~ 50101.27 I 10.8218 ' 0.6310914 1 

.. ~ __ 14.37125 0.6231934 ~~ . I748470 
115743.7 ~ . ~ ~ ~~ ~~ 

............ . ~~~ ~- .. __ -20.76803 1.333524 .- ~ __ 
. . . - - - - - .- .~ ... - ....... .7 

note lara_bmg_-O . prcdtcts failure pc<~!lr. lata_xng - dropEd ... a$, 672 obs no! u r d  . . . . . .  . .  
~ o t e .  lata-po"_-i) predicts failure peiecil!.. lam-pou droppcd 2nd 861 obs nor used 

111. TRANSPORT LOGIT .ANALYSIS RESULTS 

For those I35 routes which actually have 3 or more transpolt competitors. the 
model's estimated probability of competition is 67% on average. The "goodness of fit" 
( W )  coefficient indicates a 79% explanatory power. 

The regression analysis identifies 46 potentially unimpaired "A to C" routes from 
the latest regression including: 8 routes with zero competitors; 12 routes with one 
competitor; and 26 routes with two competitors. In other words, the regression analysis 
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demonstrates 46 "A to C" routes having more than a 50% likelihood of competition. 
Omitted from the results are the following routes with less than an estimated probability 
of 50%: 163 routes with two competitors: 608 routes with one competitor; and about 
26.000 routes with zero competitors. 

Appendix D contains a map showing the routes in Verizon's New York tenitory 
with three or more competitors. 

IV. TRANSPORT IMPAIRMENT CONCLUSION 

The available factors that are present on routes with three or more competitors do 
not substantially correlate with the competition on those routes. Additionally, because 
those factors do not substantially correlate with the emergence of cornpaition on 
triggered routes, such factors are not an accurate predictor of competition on non- 
triggered routes. 

" 



APPENDIX C 
NYDPS DATA COLLECTION 

MARCH 31.2004 NYDPS MEMORANDUM 

The following pages contain a NYDPS memorandum that was circulated to the 
parties to NYDPS TRO proceeding explaining our data collection efforts and detailing 
the results. 
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secnmry 

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC SERVICE STAFF'S 
ANALYSIS OF SWITCHING AND TRANSPORT TRIGGERS 

Backeround 

As part of the New York State Public Service Commission's (Commission) 
Case 03-C-082 I ,  implementing the Federal Communication Commission's (FCC) August 21, 
2003 Triennial Review Order (TRO), Staff compiled, in consultation with numerous parties and 
non-parties to the proceeding, questions designed to obtain relevant information to implement 
the unbundling requirements specified in 47 CFR 5 51.3 19. Staff collected information 
specifically related to satisfying the FCC's transport, switch. and high-capacity loop trigger 
analysis' via an information request sent on October 3. 2003. Thereafter, on October 17,2003, 
Staff sent a clarification that addressed questions raised by the parties regarding issues presented 
in the information request. 

On November 17.2003, Staffdistributed a preliminary summary of the results of its data 
collection efforts. These results were discussed at a technical conference held on December 2, 
2003. During the conference. it was decided that all CLECs who were parties to the proceeding 
would be invited to participate in a group effort to produce a joint set of additional information 
requests. CLEC-to-CLEC switching-related requests were issued on December 15, 2003 and 
CLEC-to-ILEC requests were distributed on December 22,2003. Follow-up transport 
information requests were issued on December 16. 2003. Responses to all follow-up requests 
were due on January 9.2004. 

In light of the D.C. Circuit's USTA Ildecision. which vacated and remanded portions of 
the TRO. including the FCC's national impairment findings for dedicated transport and 
switching, these data gathering efforts will need to be re-evaluated. But in view of Chairman 
Flynn's commitment to moving forward and the upcoming technical conference to discuss 

lntormdtion regdrdlng high-capacity loops was onl) collected in Frontier of Rochester's terntory because 
Vmzon New York. Inc elected to not challenge those TRO findings at this time 



information gathering efforts in light of the D.C. Circuit decision, the following is presented to 
inform the patties of the above-referenced data collection effort. The results presented below 
obviously do not represent an ultimate finding in Case 03-C-0821. 

Summary 

A. SWITCHING 

1. Criteria 

The FCC enumerated certain criteria to be followed when applying the switching-related 
triggers. Staff applied the local switching self-provisioning mgger as specified in 47 CFR 
§51,319(d)(iii)(A)(l).~ 

2. Issues 

The following may affect the outcome of the switching trigger analysis: 

Definition of Mass Market - The mass market has not yet been defined.' 

Qualifying Provider - Staffs analysis excluded wireless and data switches? Staff 
did include cable as an eligible switch provider.' 

Defining the Geographic Market - The relevant geographic market must be 
defined, and consideration must be given to a competitor's ability to serve specific 
markets economically and efficiently using currently available technologies? 
Staffs analysis is conducted on a wire center by wire center basis. 

Actively Providing ~ The self-provisioning trigger goes to identifying 
competitive carriers with switches that are actively providing voice service. 
Accordingly, there may be switches serving very few UNE-L lines, and those 
switches could be deemed as not "actively providing" and, therefore, not eligible 
for the switching trigger.* 

7 

3. Application of Switching Triggers 

On page 5 of its November 10, 2003 letter to Judge Linsider in this proceeding, Venron indicated that it would 
not challenge the local sultching competitive wholesale facilities mgger specified in 47 CFR $51.3 19 (d) (iii) 
1.4) (2). 

TRO at 7459. 

. Id. a t W 5 .  

' Id. atll5Oi. foomore I560 

. Id. st7495. 

Id. 313499. 

Staff i s  providine its compilation of lines served by CLEC switches on a separate disk along wlth its revised 
underlying switching and trans~ort data base. Note. some parties did not provide information on the number o f  
lines served by their switches 

. 
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Staffs list of relevant wire centers are in Attachment 1 (including small business 
in the definition of mass market)' and Attachment 2 (excluding small business in 
the definition of mass market)." 

0 If mass market is interpreted to include caniers sewing residential or business 
customers with 18 lines or less, then 162 Verizon and 7 Frontier wire centers 
could potentially pass the trigger. If mass market is interpreted to include only 
camers offering service to residential customers, then 19 Verizon and no Frontier 
wire centers could potentially pass the trigger. 

B. TRANSPORT 

1. Criteria 

The FCC enumerates certain transport trigger tests in 47 CFR $951.319 (e) (1). (2) & (3). 
Staff applied the following triggers: 

Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dedicated DS1 transport 
47CFR 5 51.319(e)(I)(ii)-(2ormorecompetingprovidm) 

Self-provisioning trigger for dedicated DS3 transport 
47 CFR 5 5 I .3  19 (e) (2) (i) (A) - (3 or more competing providers) 

Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dedicated DS3 transport 
47CFR5 51.319(e)(2)(i)(B)-(2ormorecompetingproviders) 

Self-provisioning trigger for dark fiber transport 
47CFR 4 51.319(e)(3)(i)(A)-(3ormorecompetingproviders) 

Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dark fiber transport 
47CFR 5 51.319(e)(3)(i)(B)-(2ormorecompetingproviders) 

1. Issues 

The following may affect transport outcomes: 

Staff assumed that the hvo end points of a candidate route are connected all the way 
through unless the CLECs provided additional information indicating that the fiber 
exiting a collocation arrangement goes I )  directly to a CLEC switch or 2) transits another 
camer's facilities somewhere along the candidate A to Z route. 

e 

" Id. 11 '127 

'" ~ d .  at footnote 432 
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* Staff did not assume that a route that met a DS3 trigger implied that it also automatically 
met a DSl trigger. 

Staff dropped routes associated with collocations based on subsequently provided CLEC 
information indicating that those collocations were not operationally ready to provide 
transport. 

Questions regarding the assumption that two end points of a candidate route are connected a11 
the way through, coupled with a possible disparity in the count between those collocations 
assumed by Verizon to be operationally ready versus collocations attested to as being 
operationally ready by the CLECs providing data to Staff, resulted in a Staff determination 
that more information was needed. On December 23,2003, a Staff letter requested 
clarification from the parties regarding the operational status of collocation nodes at issue on 
each CLEC’s network. 

3. Application of Transport Triggers 

Additional information regarding operational readiness decreased the 270 mutes 
identified by Staffon November 17.2003 to 219 routes (Attachment 3). 

These 2 19 routes decreased to 126 mutes based on incomplete information provided 
regarding the type of facility provisioned or an entry of “NA” for type of facility 
provisioned. 

Exclusion of interLATA routes” reduced the number of routes to 100. 

These I 0 0  routes are comprised of 

e 

36 wholesale DS-1 routes (Attachment 4); 
48 self-provisioned DS-3 routes (Attachment 5); 
37 wholesale DS-3 routes (Attachment 6); 
46 self-pmvisioned dark fiber mutes (Attachment 7); and 
0 competitive dark fiber routes (Attachment 8). 

Of the remaining 100 routes, 72 are in Verizon’s New York service temtory and 28 are in 
the Frontier of Rochester service temtory (Attachment 9). 

The results of the above queries are subject to change as more information is provided. 

Distribution of Data 

As was done following the December 2. 2003 technical conference in this proceeding, 
Staff is providing the data underlying this analysls in an easy to manipulate format. Only active 
parties’ data IS being released. As discussed above. Staff is also providing its compilation of 
lines sewed by CLEC switches. 

’ Id.arW65 



A disk containing these proprietary data will be sent to a representative on the active 
party list who executed the protective order in Case 03-C-0821. This information should only be 
shared on an as needed basis with others who have signed the protective order. 



Attachments to March 31,2004 

NY PSC Case 03-C-0821 

Department of Public Service Staffs 

Analysis of Switching & Transport Triggers 



Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 1, Page 

Staff List of Wire Centers Wlth 3 or More CLEC Swltches 
Serving Residential and Small Business Customers 

per rRo Paragraph 127 

cwum *IRE_WR wncni- C M t  mRE-ChTR Ihw*uU 
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Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 2, Page 1 of 1 

Staff List of Wire Centers With 3 or More CLEC Switches 
Serving Residential Customers Only 

per TRO Footnote 432 

CLLl Code 
NYCMNYW 
NYCMNY37 
ALBYNYGD 
ALBYNYSS 
ALBYNYWA 
FLPKNYFP 
FRPlNYFP 
HMF’SNYHS 
“STNYHU 
LYBRNYLB 
MlNLNYMl 
NYCMNY13 
NYCMNYl8 
NYCMNY36 
NYCMNY42 
NYCMNYSO 
NYCMNY56 
NYCMNYWS 
PCHGNYPH 

Wire Center Name 
E. XlTh SI. NY 
E. 37Th St. NY 
Guilderland NY 
Albany-State SI. NY 
Albany-Washington Ave. NY 
FlwslparkNY 
Freepat NY 
Hemstead NY 
Huntington NY 
Lynbmk NY 
M i n d  NY 
Semnd Ave. NY 
W. 18Th Si. NY 

W. 42Nd SI. NY 
W. 50Th SI. NY 
E. 56Th SI. NY 
140 West St. NY 
Patchogue NY 

w. 3 ~ m  st. NY 

FmnHer of Rochester Sewice Tenitory 
No Wire Centers with 3 or More CLECs 

Count 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 



Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 3. Page 1 of 3 



Case 03-C-0821 
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Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 3, Page 3 of 3 



Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 4, Page I of 1 
Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dedicated DS1 transport 
FCC Rules, Section 51.319 (e) (1) (il) 

if count-dsl-ww=Z 

36 IOUdsa 

1 NYCMNYlJ.NYCMNY30 
2 NYCMNY13,NYCMNY36 
3 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY37 
4 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY42 
5 NYCMNYl3.NYCMMY50 
6 NYCMNYl3.NYCMNY56 
7 NYCMNY13,NYCMNYBS 
8 NYCMNYIWWCMNYWS 
9 NYCMNYXI.NYCMNY36 

10 NYCMNY30.NYCMNY37 
11 NYCMNY30.NYCMNY42 
12 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYW 
13 NYCMNY30.NYCMNY56 
14 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYBS 
15 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYWS 
16 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY37 
17 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY42 
18 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY50 
19 NYCMNY36,NYCMNY% 
20 NYCMNY36,NYCMNYBS 
21 NYCMNY36,NYCMNYWS 
22 NYCMNY37.NYCMNY42 
23 NYCMNY37.NYCMNY50 
24 NYCMNY37.NYCMNY56 
25 NYCMNY37,NYCMNYBS 
26 NYCMNY37,NYCMNYWS 
27 NYCMNY42.NYCMNY50 
28 NYCMNY42.NYCMNY56 
29 NYCMNY42,NYCMNYBS 
30 NYCMNY42.NYCMNYWS 
31 NYCMNYSO.NYCMNY56 
32 NYCMNYW,NYCMNYBS 
33 NYCMNY50,NYCMNWS 
34 NYCMNY56,NYCMNYBS 
35 NYCMNY56,NYCMNYWS 
36 NYCMNYBS.NYCMNYWS 

Inter I f .  
tntalcarnt routas 

36 0 
8 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
8 
7 
8 
9 
6 
6 
6 
6 
8 
12 
7 
5 
6 
5 
7 
6 
8 
6 
7 
6 



Care 03-C4821 Attachment 5. Page 1 of 1 
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Case 03-GO821 Attachment 6, Page 1 of 1 

' Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dedicated OS3 transport 
FCC Rules, Section 51.319 (e) (2) (i) (8) 

if count-ds3-w>=2 

37 route8 

1 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY30 
2 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY36 
3 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY37 
4 NYCMNY13.NYCMNY42 
5 NYCMNYILNYCMMSO 
6 NYCMNYl3.NYCMNY56 
7 NYCMNY13,NYCMNYBS 
8 NYCMNY13.NYCMNYWS 
9 NYCMNYlB.NYCMNY36 

10 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYjG 
11 NYCMNY30.NYCMNY37 
12 NYCMNY30.NYCMNY42 
13 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYSO 
14 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYS 
15 NYCMNY30,NYCMNYES 
16 NYCMNY30.NYCMNYWS 
17 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY37 
18 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY42 
19 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY50 
20 NYCMNY36.NYCMNY56 
21 NYCMNY36,NYCMNYBS 
22 NYCMNY36,NYCMNWS 
23 NYCMNY37.NYCMNY42 
24 NYCMNY37,NYCMNYW 
25 NYCMNY37.NYCMNY56 
26 NYCMNY37,NYCMNYES 
27 NYCMNY37,NYCMNYWS 
28 NYCMNY42,NYCMNYW 
29 NYCMNY42.NYCMNY56 
30 NYCMNY42,NYCMNYBS 
31 NYCMNY42,NYCMNYWS 
32 NYCMNY50.NYCMNY56 
33 NYCMNYW.NYCMNYBS 
34 NYCMNY50,NYCMNWS 
35 NYCMNY56.NYCMNYBS 
36 NYCMNYSXNYCMNYWS 
37 NYCMNYES,NYCMNYWS 

inter lata 
tot.lC0Unl mutes 

37 0 
8 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
8 
6 
7 

9 
6 
6 
6 
6 
8 
12 
7 
6 
6 
6 
7 
6 
8 
6 
7 
6 
6 
6 
6 
8 
7 
6 
7 
7 
8 

a 
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n - 
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Case 03-C-0821 Attachment 8, Page 
Competitive wholesale facilities trigger for dark fiber transport 
FCC Rules, Section 51.319 (e) (3) (i) (6) 

if count-df-w>-2 

0 

no 

router 

observations 

appliubb 
total lnhrlata Rochostw Verizon 
count routes routes routes 

0 0 0 0 

1 of 1 
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1 ALBYNVGD.MBVNYSS 
2 M0VNVGD.BFLCUVFR 
3 MBYNVGD.WLCUVHE 
4 MBVNYGOEFLONVMA 
5 ALBYNVGD.SCH"YSC 
6 ALBVNVGDSYRCNVEP 
7 AL0YNY00.SIRCNYW 
8 MBVNVQO.WSWIYNC 
S c L B y N y S s ~ A  

1oMEwSSEFLoNyA( 
I t  MBWSSEFLaVmE 
12 PLBYNVSSEFL- 
13 I\LBYNYSSScI(NNISC 
14 ALBYNYSS,SYRaYYEP 
15 ALBYNYSSSVRCNVSU 
16 U0YNYSS.TROWO. 
17 ALBYNYSS.WSMNVNC 
18 BFLONYFFiWLONmE 
19 BFLONYFR,BFLO"A 
20 BFLMIVFR.SCH"VSC 
21 BFLONVFR.SYRCNYEP 
22 BFLONVFRSYRCNYSU 
23 0FLONYFR.WSVLNYNC 
24 BFLONYHE.BFLONYMA 
25 0FLO"E.SMNNVSC 

2? 0FLONYHE.SVRCNVSU 
28 BFLONYHE.WSVLNVNC 
29 BFLCNVMASCHNNYSC 
30 BFLONYMASYRCNYEP 
3t BFLCNVMASYRCNVSU 
32 0FLONVMA.WSVLNVNC 
33 BITNNVXA.ERCHNYXA 
34 BlTNNYX4,ROCHNVXB 
35 slT"YXA.ROC"VXD 
56 BITNNYX/\,RCICHNYXF 
37 0IT"VXA.ROCHNVXH 
YI B I T " V W . R C C W U (  
39 BITNNYYAWBSTNVX4 
40 ERCHNYM.ROCHNYXB 
41 ERCHNVXI\.ROCHNYXO 
42 ERCHNYWROCHNYXF 
43 ERCHNVXAROCHNYM 
44 ERCHNVXARCCHNYW 
45 ERCHNYXA.WBSTNVXI\ 
46 NYCKNYBR.NYCMNVl8 
4 1  NVCKNVBR.NYCMNYBS 
48 NYCKNVBR.NYCh4NYWS 
49 NVCMNY13,NYCMNYIB 
50 NVCMNV13.NYChlNY30 
51 NVCMNY13.NYCMNY36 
52 NVCMNVlP.NYCMNY37 
53 NYCMNY13.NYCklNY42 
54 NYCMNYl3,NYCMNYSO 
55 NYCMNV19 NICMNY56 
56 NYCMNV13 NYCMNYBS 
57 NYCMNYI3.NYCMNYW.S 
58 NYCMNVlB.NYCMNY30 

m BFLONYHESYRCNMP 

128 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
5 
3 
3 
4 
3 
3 
3 
4 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
4 
3 
3 
3 
3 
5 
5 
4 
1 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 
4 
4 
4 
4 
5 
4 
3 
5 
8 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
6 
B 
5 

y" 

yr 

y.r 

yes 
y" 
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